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OHMVR COMMISSION MEETING
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STAFF REPORT: General Plans Update

STAFF: Dan Canfield, Planning Manager
SUBJECT: Status of General Plans for State Vehicular Recreation Areas
Summary

Several of the State Vehicular Recreation Areas (SVRAS) are in the process of updating
their park general plans. A general plan directs the long-range development and
management of a park by providing broad policy and program guidance. This guidance
is essential to the SVRA managers and staff, and is of value to those organizations and
individuals who have an interest in the SVRA. SVRAs must have an approved general
plan before funding can be appropriated for any major capital outlay projects to build
new facilities in a park unit.

Discussion

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5002.2, California State Parks is generally
required to prepare general plans for units of the State Park System (e.g., SVRAS) prior
to the development of new capital facilities. In 2007, the Off-Highway Motor Vehicle
Recreation (OHMVR) Division performed a review of existing general plans for the
SVRAs and determined that six SVRAs needed to initiate or update their general plans.
A contractor was secured to prepare some of the general plans. A table identifying the
status of the SVRA general plans is provided as an attachment to this report (see
Attachment 1).

Following is a brief summary of recent SVRA general plan developments.

Ocotillo Wells SVRA:

The Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan team recently published the Summary of Public
Input on Draft Planning Alternatives (see Attachment 2).

The Summary of Public Input on Draft Planning Alternatives presents a summary of
public input received during public outreach activities conducted as part of the Ocotillo
Wells SVRA General Plan Update process. Public outreach activities consisted of in-
person workshops (December 28, 2013 and January 9, 2014) and an online
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commenting exercise (January 13, 2014 through March 10, 2014). The Summary of
Public Input on Preliminary Alternatives is also available for download on the project
website www.planocotillowells.com.

The General Plan team is using the public and agency feedback on the draft Planning
Alternatives to develop a draft Preferred Alternative for the General Plan Update. It is
anticipated that the draft Preferred Alternative would be available for public review and
comment in late 2014.

Carnegie SVRA:

The Carnegie SVRA General Plan team hosted a public workshop on November 12,
2013, to present the draft Preferred General Plan concept. The workshop was held in
Pleasanton at Amador Valley High School. The following Saturday, the General Plan
team set up an information station at the Carnegie SVRA MotoMart to present materials
from the workshop and solicit public input on the draft Preferred General Plan concept.
The workshop materials were also available for review and comment on the project
website (www.CarnegieGeneralPlan.com) through December 13, 2013.

The input received at the workshops and online activities helped to refine the General
Plan concept and the preliminary draft General Plan. The Carnegie SVRA General Plan
team is currently preparing a draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the
preliminary draft General Plan. The purpose of this draft EIR is to inform decision
makers and the public of any significant environmental impacts that may result from
General Plan implementation.

A draft General Plan and draft EIR are tentatively scheduled to be published in fall
2014.

Prairie City SVRA:

The Prairie City SVRA General Plan team conducted two public
workshops to solicit public feedback on the draft Preferred Concept.
The first workshop was held at Prairie City SVRA on Sunday, April 27,
2014. The second workshop was held at Prairie City SVRA during the
Hangtown Motocross Classic on Saturday, May 31, 2014. In addition
to the public workshops the project website hosted an online exercise
which provided the same information and comment opportunity that
was presented at the in-person workshops. The online exercise was
available to the public from April 28 to June 3, 2014. The planning team received a total
of 89 responses from the workshops and online exercise.
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The General Plan team recently published the Draft Preferred Concept Review Exercise
— Summary and Key Findings which summarizes the input received on the draft
Preferred Concept.


http://www.planocotillowells.com/
http://www.carnegiegeneralplan.com/

The document is available for download and review at the Prairie City SVRA General
Plan website, www.PrairieCityGeneralPlan.com.

Based on public and agency input on the draft Preferred Concept, the Prairie City
General Plan team is currently producing a revised draft Preferred Concept for
additional public/agency review and feedback.

Commission Action

For information only.

Attachments
Attachment 1: SVRA General Plans Update — September 2014

Attachment 2: Ocaotillo Wells Summary of Public Input on Draft Planning Alternatives
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OHMVR DIVISION

State Vehicular Recreation Area General Plans Update

September 2014

GP Status & Updates in

Park Unit Adopted Amended
Progress
GP update in progress. Draft
General Plan/EIR tentatively
Carnegie SVRA 1981 - scheduled to be published in
fall 2014.
, i Approved by the OHMVR
Clay Pit SVRA 2012 Commission June 2012.
i Approved by the OHMVR
Heber Dunes SVRA 2011 Commission December 2011.
Hollister Hills SVRA 1978 2003 -
Hungry Valley SVRA 1081 - GP update pending, including
new and proposed acquisitions.
Oceano Dunes SVRA 1975 1991 -
GP update underway including
newly acquired properties.
Ocotillo Wells SVRA 1981 i Planning Alternatives onllne
workshop conducted on project
website through March 10,
2014.
GP update underway. Draft
Prairie City SVRA 1991 i Preferred Concept online

workshop conducted on project
website through June 3, 2014.
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Ocotillo Wells SVRA Vicinity Map
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Introduction

The report is organized by topic as follows: Role of Public In put

Public Outreach Activities- Describes the purpose of the The Draft Planning Alternatives were developed to illustrate
public outreach activities, the public notification process, different scenarios for how Ocotillo Wells SVRA may be
informaﬁon0| maiel’i(ﬂs fhdf were 0V0i|db|e, Gnd 1‘he defails Of managed over fhe Iong_ferm_ Pub“c inpuf was gafhered 1-0 help
the public outreach activities. identify the Preferred Planning Alternative, which will form the

backbone of the draft General Plan. The Preferred Planning
Alternative ultimately identified for the General Plan Update
process may be one of the alternatives or a combination of
Appendices- features from more than one alternative. Figure 1 provides an
overview of the General Plan Update process and associated
outreach.

Summary of Public Input- Summarizes input that was
collected during the public outreach activities.

A: Notification Materials

B: Open House Materials

C: Input from Open Houses and Online Input Forum

D: Additional Comments

E: Major Themes from Initial Public Outreach Discussion

o Introduction Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update and EIR | Summary of Public Input on Draft Planning Alternatives



Figure 1 - Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update Process Schedule by Project Phase
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Public Outreach Activities

A comprehensive and varied public outreach program is
underway as part of the Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan
Update process. The public outreach program is intended to
maximize opportunities for visitors to Ocotillo Wells SVRA,
members of the public, and stakeholders to provide input and
feedback on the development of the General Plan Update. As
part of the ongoing public outreach program, open houses
were held at two different locations. Additionaly, an online
input forum was available at www.PlanOcotilloWells.com for
those not able to attend the open houses.

Notification Materials

Notifications to the public about the open houses and online
input forum occurred as follows:

*  Email blasts were sent to the Ocotillo Wells SVRA General
Plan update email list, which includes roughly 1,300
subscribers.

* Announcements were posted on the Ocotillo Wells General
Plan website.

* Announcements were posted on the official Ocotillo Wells
SVRA website and Facebook page.

* Fliers and Fact Sheets were posted and distributed at
Ocotillo Wells SVRA.

A copy of the notification materials is provided in Appendix A.

° Public Outreach Activities

OUTREACH

ACTIVITY

LOCATION DATE

Open House Ocotillo Wells SVRA Visitor  December 28,
Center 2013
Open House Carlsbad Senior Center January 9, 2014

Online Input Forum  www.PlanOcotilloWells.com  January 13 to

i P

Ocotillo Wells Public Workshops to be Held
December 28 and January 9!

These are Open House events — drop by anytime, and stay as long as you'd
like!

Ocotillo Wells SVRA Visitor Carlsbad Senior
Center Center

ry 9, 2014

and timeline for the General Plan Update.

March 10, 2014

The public notification
process included email
blasts (left), facebook
posts (bottom left), and
fliers (below).

E Ocotillo Wells SVRA
March 3 @

Share This and Help Us Spread the Word! Time is Almost Out!

We need input on Draft Planning Alternatives via our Online Input
Forum by March 10.

Learn about the Draft Planning Alternatives for the General Plan
Update and provide your feed... See More

Help Plan Ocotillo Wells SVRA

GET INVOLVED: COME OUT TO A PUBLIC WORKSHOP

Ocotillo Wells SVRA*
Saturday, December 28, 2013
11:30 a.m. fo 3:30 p.m.

5172 HIGHWAY 78

BORREGO SPRINGS, CA 92004

Carlsbad Senior Center
Thursday, January 9, 2014
5:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m.
799 PINE AVENUE
CARLSBAD, CA 92008

“Note: In the event of rin, the December 28 workshop.
| will be rescheduled for Saturday, January 4.

VISIT
www.PlanOcofilloWells.org
FOR MORE INFO

Dy General Plan

Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update and EIR | Summary of Public Input on Draft Planning Alternatives




Informational Materials

Various informational materials were presented during Open House Display Boards - Provided the following

the public outreach activities to explain the purpose and information : the General Plan Update process and timeline;
background of the Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update map of the planning zones; what is being managed; elements
and to provide information to the public on planning issues of the draft alternatives, characteristics of each planning zone;
and Draft Planning Alternatives. Informational materials were and next steps in the General Plan Update process.

released online in December 2013, at www.PlanOcotilloWells.
com in advance of the open houses, and were available for the
duration of the online input forum. These materials consisted of
the following:

Fact Sheets - Provided information about the open houses
and online input forum, as well as a timeline for the Ocotillo
Wells SVRA General Plan Update process.

Working Paper # 3 Draft Issues and Analysis - Presents ) - -
the planning assumptions and key planning issues influencing Video #2: Draft Plannlng Alternatives

the planning effort for the Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan

Update.

Alternative 3: Developed
Working Paper #4 Draft Planning Alternatives - Presents
the Draft Planning Alternatives that are being considered as * Substantial facility development

occurs over the long-term.

part of the Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update process.

e New & expanded facilities for

Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update Video #2 - b ela s

Provides viewers an overview of the General Plan Update * Spedialty iracks & fralning arecs
would be constructed.

process, introduces the planning zones and overall approach . N

. . . . * Additional visitor center,
to the Draft Planning Alternatives, and informs viewers of restrooms & basic RV hookups
opportunities to participate in the General Plan Update process. could be built.

Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update and EIR | Summary of Public Input on Draft Planning Alternatives Public Outreach Activities a



Open Houses

Both open houses used the same format, with project
information and public input opportunities organized through
six stations.

Open house input activities included the following:

Workbook - Each person that attended an open house
received a Workbook. The Workbook included a page for each
Planning Zone that gave participants an opportunity to: (a) rank
each Planning Zone Alternative on a scale of 1 through 5; (b)
note which features of alternatives they like or dislike; and (c)
provide open-ended written comments related to the Planning
Zone. A Workbook is included in Appendix B for reference.

Comment Card - A general comment card was available for
attendees to provide open-ended written comments on any
topic.

Written Comments - Members of the public were also
welcome to share comments via email or regular mail. A
total of 216 participants signed in at the open houses, 120
workbooks were completed, and 71 comment cards were
submitted. However, many people walked through the open
house at Ocotillo Wells SVRA, but declined to sign-in.

o Public Outreach Activities

Online Input Form

The online input forum was formatted similarly to the open
houses to allow people to provide input if they were unable
to attend an open house in person. The forum was active
for nearly 2 months (Monday, January 13, 2014 to Monday,
March 10, 2014). The public was invited to submit any other
comments through the website during its active period. The
online input forum had a total of 175 participants.
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Summary of Public Input

Park-Wide In put * A longtime tradition of riding and camping with family and

friends.
Much of the input received through the open houses and

online input forum applied to the park as a whole (as opposed * A convenient escape.
to a particular planning zone) and was consistent with input

received during initial public outreach activities (January 2010-
May 2011). This input is encapsulated by the themes below, * Maintaining access to SVRA riding opportunities.
which were originally identified in Working Paper #1: Major

Themes from Initial Public Outreach. A more detailed discussion
of park-wide themes is included in Appendix E. * Support for multiple recreation opportunities.

* The unique freedom of open riding and camping.

* Appreciation for diversity of OHV recreation.

* Appreciation for desert environment and natural resources.

* Encouraging responsible OHV use and a responsible
environment.

* Balancing need for enforcement with valued visitor freedom.
* Enhancing emergency response.

* Diversity in views of environmental and cultural resource
protection.

e Additional facilities and services.

* Connection to local community.

*Summary of public’s interpretation and are not use descriptions in the plan.

Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update and EIR | Summary of Public Input on Draft Planning Alternatives Summary of Public Input o



Input on Planning Zones

Headquarters Planning Zone

Respondents strongly preferred the Legacy Alternative
(see Figure 2) and would not like to see additional
development, or any change, within Ocotillo Wells
SVRA; however, many did acknowledge that if additional
development were to occur, Headquarters would be

a logical location to concentrate development (easy
access off of 78, good access for RVs/campers, existing
development in zone, nearby access to businesses,
promote additional businesses), allowing other areas to
remain more rugged. A smaller number of participants
noted that since Headquarters is already somewhat
developed they would like to see development efforts

undertaken in other zones.

Overall, participants were most interested in OHV

Overview of Input on Headquarters Planning Zone

OHV Recreation Uses

Camping Uses

Special Event Uses

OHV Riding Facilities

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities

Interpretation and Education Facilifies

Concessions

Participants overwhelmingly expressed support for distributed OHV recreation and opposition to trails only OHV
recreation. There was also some support for Blowsand Hill Concentrated OHV area.

Many participants supported camping; although roughly half would like to see developed and semi-developed
camping, whereas the other half of camping supporters were in favor of primitive camping outside of the
Blowsand Hill Concentrated OHV area.

Participants overwhelmingly expressed support for distributed OHV recreation and opposition to trails only OHV
recreation.

Participants overwhelmingly expressed support for distributed OHV recreation and opposition to trails only OHV
recreation. There was also some support for Blowsand Hill Concentrated OHV area.

Opinions on camping and visitor-serving facilities were mixed (roughly half supported and half opposed). Some
of those that opposed indicated they did not want to see RV hookups. A smaller number of participants were also
split on development of Main Street Group camping.

There was moderate inferest in visitor centers and amphitheaters, with mixed opinions and no clear trend
except that those that were opposed generally opposed “development of a permanent visitor center and new or
expanded amphitheater”. There was moderate interest in interpretive displays, but opinions were mixed and
there was no clear trend.

There was strong interest in operations and maintenance facilities. Opinions were mixed, but more participants
opposed new development than supported it.

More participants supported concessions of some kind than opposed, with support being split between 1)
mobile concessions only and 2) permanent and mobile concessions. More support for mobile concessions than
permanent, overall.

Recreation Uses, Camping Uses, and OHYV Riding Facilities.

Participants expressed less interest in Special Event Uses, Figure 2 - Headquarters Planning Zone | Preference Rankings

Camping and Visitor-Serving Facilities, Interpretation

Least P1referred 5 3 B Most P;eferred
and Education Facilities, Operations and Maintenance
peye . . . . No. of Respondents
Facilities, and Concessions. An overview of public input Legacy ‘ s [ o
. . i i 16 8 19 )
corresponding to each issue area is provided below. 32 Preference fankings e
118 represented in two ways: by circle
size and by color.
A very small circle
Rugged m represents a low number of
22 15 28 respondents who chose that rank,
85 40 whereas a very large circle
represents a high number of
respondents.
Developed — 1 — Likewise, a color spectrum
9 22 20 56 is used to represent the total

86 number of respondents per
preference rank: light orange
represents a low number of
respondents, whereas dark
orange/brown represents a high
number of respondents.

@ Summary of Public Input Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update and EIR | Summary of Public Input on Draft Planning Alternatives



S Rank (DR @GR

Draft Alternative 1: Legacy
POLICIES

OHV Recreation Uses

@ Distributed OHV recreation is permitted.

@ Trails Only OHV Recreation is permitted.
O Includes Blowsand Hill Concentrated OHV Area.

Camping Uses

@ Developed and semi-developed camping permitted.
O Primitive camping allowed, except in the Blowsand Hill Concentrated
OHV Area.

Special Event Uses

@ OHV events, staging areas, & other special events permitted.

FACILITIES
OHV Riding Facilities
= Includes existing Youth Training Track and ATV Training Track.

= Includes existing wayfinding signage.

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities

A Potential development of additional and expanded vault toilets,
restrooms and showers, RV hookups (eleciric & water), trash/
recycling, shade ramadas and picnic tables, and/or other gathering
areas.

Interpretation & Education Facilities

= Includes existing Visitor Center and amphitheater.
= Includes existing interpretive displays.

Includes existing staff offices and maintenance and storage facilifies.

@ No permanent or mobile concessions permitted.

Most

Preferred

OOWE

Draft Alternative 2: Rugged
POLICIES

OHV Recreation Uses

@ Distributed OHV recreation is permitted.

@ Trails Only OHV Recreation is permitted.

O Includes Blowsand Hill Concentrated OHV Area.

Camping Uses

@ Developed and semi-developed camping permitted.
O  Primitive camping allowed, except in the Blowsand Hill Concentrated OHV
Area and East Butte Overlay Zone.

Special Event Uses
@ OHV events, staging areas, & other special events permitted.

FACILITIES
OHV Riding Facilities

A Includes existing facilities* and a planned ROV training track.
A Anincrease in wayfinding signage permitted.

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities

A Potential development of additional and expanded vault toilets,
restrooms and showers, RV hookups (electric & water), trash/recycling,
shade ramadas and picnic tables, and/or other gathering areas.

A Includes planned development of Main Street Group Camping area and
associated facilities.

Interpretation & Education Facilities

A Potential development of a permanent Visitor Center and new or
expanded amphitheater(s) permitted.
A Anincrease in inferpretive displays permitted.

Includes a planned Ranger Station.

Potential development of new staff offices and maintenance and storage
facilities.

199Ys>|Mopn duoZ Buluubid siajipnbpooy

@ No permanent concessions permitted.
A Mobile concessions permitted.

DOADO e

Draft Alternative 3: Developed
POLICIES

OHV Recreation Uses

@ Distributed OHV recreation is permitted.
@ Trails Only OHV Recreation is permitted.
O Includes Blowsand Hill Concentrated OHV Area.

Camping Uses

@ Developed and semi ped camping permitted.
O Primitive camping allowed, except in the Blowsand Hill Concentrated
OHV Area.

Special Event Uses
@ OHV events, staging areas, & other special events permitted.

OHV Riding Facilities

A Development of specialty and training tracks permitted.*
A Anincrease in wayfinding signage permitted.

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities

A Potential development of additional and expanded vault toilets,
restrooms and showers, RV hookups (electric & water), trash/recycling,
shade ramadas and picnic tables, and/or other gathering areas.

A Includes planned development of Main Street Group Camping area and
associated facilities.

Interpretation & Education Facilities

A Potential development of a permanent Visitor Center and new or
expanded amphitheater(s) permitted.
A Anincrease in interpretive displays would be permitted.

Includes a planned Ranger Station.
Potential development of new staff offices and maintenance and storage
facilities.

A Permanent and mobile concessions permitted.

Comments:

Comments:

Comments:

Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update and EIR | Summary of Public Input on Draft Planning Alternatives
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Are there aspects of the
Draft Alternatives you like
or dislike?

A.

Circle features)of the
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alternatives that you don't like.

C. Additional comments are
welcomed below!
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Ocotillo Wells South Planning Zone

Overwhelmingly, respondents preferred the Legacy
Alternative (see Figure 3) for the Ocotillo Wells South
Planning Zone. Most commenters expressed support for
limited facilities that would not impact visitor experience
(such as, toilet, dry camping, visitor safety facilities/
developments, but no RV facilities). However, some
commenters want absolutely no new development and

some would like to see a greater level of development.

The issues that received the most comments for this
zone were distributed OHV recreation, trails only OHV
recreation, special events/staging, wayfinding/signage,
RV hookups/gathering areas, interpretive displays, and
concessions. There was less interest in the remaining

issues.

@ Summary of Public Input

Overview of Input on Ocotillo Wells South Planning Zone

OHV Recreation Uses

Camping Uses

Special Event Uses

OHV Riding Facilities

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities

Commenters overwhelmingly supported distributed OHV recreation. There was also relatively strong opposition
to trails only OHV recreation, but a smaller number of participants supported trails only OHV recreation. There
was not much interest in Concentrated OHV recreation, but those that did express an opinion were more likely to
be in favor.

0f those that commented on camping, respondents indicated overwhelming support for camping of all types
(developed, semi-developed, and primitive camping).

0f those that commented on OHV events, staging areas, and other special events, the majority were in favor of
these special event uses.

Opinions regarding specialty and training tracks were mixed. However, commenters indicated overwhelming
support for existing wayfinding signage.

Generally, respondents supported camping and visitor-serving facilities such as vault toilets, restrooms and
showers, trash/recycling, shade ramadas, picnic tables, and gathering areas. However, a smaller number of
respondents were opposed to these facilities. Likewise, there was no clear trend regarding RV hookups and other
gathering areas (strong interest on both sides).

Opinions regarding a visitor center and/or amphitheater were mixed, with no clear trend. Opinions regarding

[N T M G interpretive displays were also generally mixed, with slightly more participants supporting interpretive displays

and a relatively high number of comments on both sides.

There was no dear trend regarding operations and maintenance facilities.

A relatively high number of participants expressed an opinion on concessions, with roughly twice as many

Concessions respondents supportive of concessions than opposed. However, there were mixed opinions on fypes of concessions

(mobile or permanent).

Figure 3 - Ocotillo Wells South Zone | Preference Rankings

LeastPreferred
1

Legacy 9

Rugged 103 —

28
Developed 123 E:

15

24

35

25

37

Most Preferred
5

3 153
22

No. of Respondents

Preference rankings are
represented in two ways: by circle
size and by color.

A very small circle
represents a low number of
respondents who chose that rank,
whereas a very large circle
represents a high number of
respondents.

Likewise, a color spectrum
is used to represent the total
number of respondents per
preference rank: light orange
represents a low number of
respondents, whereas dark
orange/brown represents a high
number of respondents.

Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update and EIR | Summary of Public Input on Draft Planning Alternatives



&M Rank D@ @G DEOEG DG

Draft Alternative 1: Legacy Draft Alternative 2: Rugged Draft Alternative 3: Developed

POLICIES POLICIES POLICIES

OHV Recreation Uses OHV Recreation Uses OHV Recreation Uses

@ Distributed OHV recreation is permitted. @ Distributed OHV recreation is permitted. @ Distributed OHV recreation is permitted.

@ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted. @ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted. @ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted.

@ (oncentrated OHV recreation is not permitted. @ (oncentrated OHV recreation is not permitted. (e} (ontemr&l’ted OHV recreation within Concentrated OHV Areas are
permitted.

@ Developed, semi-developed, and primitive camping all permitted. @ Developed, semi-developed, and primitive camping all permitted. @ Developed, semi-developed, and primitive camping all permitted.

Special Event Uses Special Event Uses Special Event Uses

@ (OHV events, staging areas, and other special events all permitted. @ OHV events, staging areas, and ofher special events all permitted. @ OHV events, staging areas, and other special events all permitted.

FACILITIES FACILITIES FACILITIES
OHV Riding Facilifies OHV Riding Facilifies OHV Riding Facilities
¢ Does not include any existing specialty & training tracks. @ No speciality or training tracks are allowed. A Development of specialty and training tracks permitfed.
= Includes existing wayfinding signage. A Anincrease in wayfinding signage permitted. A Anincrease in wayfinding signage permited.
Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities
= Includes existing vault foilets, restrooms and showers, trash/recycling, = Includes existing vault toilets, trash/recycling, shade ramadas, and picnic A Potential development of additional and expanded vault toilets,
shade ramadas, and picnic tables. tables. restrooms and showers, RV hookups (electric & water), trash/recycling,
¢ Does not include any existing RV hookups (electric & water), or other A Includes planned development of Hidden Valley Restrooms & Showers. ShUd“; ramadas and picnic fables, and/or other gathering areas
gathering areas. @  Development of RV hookups (electric & water) or other gathering areas permitted. .
is not permitted. A Includes planned development of Hidden Valley Restrooms & Showers.
Interpretation & Education Facilities Interpretation & Education Facilities Interpretation & Education Facilities
¢ Does not include an existing visitor center or amphitheater. ) De\{elopmeqt 0}‘ a visito.r center or umphi.iheuter is not permitted. A Potential development of an amphitheater(s) permitted.
= Includes existing inferpretive displays. A Anincrease in interpretive displays permitted. A Anincrease in interpretive displays permitted.
Does not indude any existing operations and mainfenance facilities. Operations and maintenance facilities not permitted. Operations and mainfenance facilities not permitted.
@ No permanent or mobile concessions permitted. @ No permanent concessions permitted. A Permanent and mobile concessions permitted.

A Mobile concessions permitted.

Ocotillo Wells South Planning Zone Worksheet

Comments: Comments: Comments:

Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update and EIR | Summary of Public Input on Draft Planning Alternatives
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Shell Reef Expressway Planning Zone

Overwhelmingly, respondents preferred the Legacy
Alternative for the Shell Reef Expressway South Planning
Zone (see Figure 4). The issues that received the most
comments for this zone were OHV recreation, trails only
OHV recreation, special events/staging, and concessions.
There was less interest in the remaining issues. Most
participants want to see this zone remain “as is”, while
some did reference a need for limited development (vault

toilets, camping facilities).

@ Summary of Public Input

Overview of Input on Shell Reef Expressway South Planning Zone

Commenters overwhelmingly supported distributed OHV recreation and opposed trails only OHV recreation.
OHV Recreation Uses Comparatively, there was not much interest in Concentrated OHV recreation, but those that did express an
opinion were in favor.

Participants were overwhelmingly supportive of camping, with the following distinctions: very strong support for
primitive camping and strong opposition to developed and semi-developed camping.

Camping Uses

Special Event Uses Opinions mixed, but more support than opposition for OHV events, staging areas, and other special events.

OHV Ridina Failties There was not much interest in specialty or training tracks, but of those that commented most were opposed fo
9 tracks. There was strong support for wayfinding signage.

Participants were generally supportive of camping and visitor-serving facilities, although a smaller number of

Comping & Visitor-Serving Faclites respondents opposed these facilities.

There was no strong trend related to interpretive displays or a visitor center or amphitheater; however there was

Interpretation and Education Fciifes somewhat marked opposition to a visitor center or amphitheater.

There was no strong trend related to operations and maintenance facilities; however more were opposed than
supportive.

Concessions Opinions regarding concessions were mixed, but there was more support for “mobile” concessions than “perma-
nent”, or “permanent or mobile” concessions.

Figure 4 - Shell Reef Expressway Planning Zone | Preference Rankings

Leastqreferred MostPSreferred

No. of Respondents

B 181
2 16 18 Preference rankings are
represented in two ways: by circle

size and by color.

Legacy

6
Avery small circle
represents a low number of
R
vaged " — 2 19 7 respondents who chose that rank,
32 whereas a very large circle
represents a high number of
Likewise, a color spectrum
Developed 141 - 19 is used to represent the total

respondents.
number of respondents per
preference rank: light orange
represents a low number of
respondents, whereas dark
orange/brown represents a high
number of respondents.
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Draft Alternative 1: Legacy
POLICIES
OHV Recreation Uses

@ Distributed OHV recreation is permitted.
@ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted.
O Includes Shell Reef and Devil's Slide Concentrated OHV Areas.

Camping Uses

@ Developed and semi-developed camping not permitted.
O  Primitive camping allowed, except in the Shell Reef and Devil's Slide
Concentrated OHV Areas.

Special Event Uses

@ OHV events and other special events permitted.
@ Staging areas for OHV events not permitted.

FACILITIES

OHV Riding Facilities

@ No speciality or training tracks are allowed.
= Includes existing wayfinding signage.

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities

= Includes existing vault toilets, shade ramadas, and picnic tables.
¢ Does not include any existing restrooms & showers, RV hookups
(electric & water), trash/recycling, or other gathering areas.

Interpretation & Education Facilities

¢ Does not include an existing visitor center or amphitheater.
= Includes existing interpretive displays.

Does not include any existing operations and maintenance facilities.

@ No permanent or mobile concessions permitted.

QGlO0]0),

Draft Alternative 2: Rugged
POLICIES

OHV Recreation Uses

@ Distributed OHV recreation is permitted.
@ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted.
O Includes Shell Reef and Devil's Slide Concentrated OHV Areas.

Camping Uses

@ No camping permitted.

Special Event Uses

@ OHV events and other special events permitted.
@ Staging areas for OHV events not permitted.

FACILITIES

OHV Riding Facilities

@  No speciality or training fracks are allowed.
A Anincrease in wayfinding signage permitted.

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities

= Includes existing vault toilets, shade ramadas, and picnic tables.
@ Development of restrooms & showers, RV hookups (electric & water),
trash/recycling, or other gathering areas is not permitted.

Interpretation & Education Facilities

@ Development of a visitor center or amphitheater is not permitted.
A Anincrease in inferpretive displays permitted.

No operations and maintenance facilities permitted.

@ No permanent or mobile concessions permitted.

DEOAOO S

Alternatives

Draft Alternative 3: Developed
POLICIES

OHV Recreation Uses

@ Distributed OHV recreation is permitted.
@ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted.
O Includes Shell Reef and Devil's Slide Concentrated OHV Areas.

Camping Uses

@ Developed and semi-developed camping not permitted.
O  Primitive camping allowed, except in the Shell Reef and Devil's Slide
Concentrated OHV Areas.

Special Event Uses

@ OHV events, staging areas, and other special events all permitted.

FACILITIES

OHV Riding Facilities

@ No speciality or training tracks are allowed.
A Anincrease in wayfinding signage permitted.

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities

A Permits development of additional and expanded vault toilets, trash/
recycling, shade ramadas and picnic tables, and/or other gathering
areas.

Interpretation & Education Facilities

@ Development of a visitor center or amphitheater is not permitted.
A Anincrease in inferpretive displays permitted.

No operations and maintenance facilities permitted.

@ No permanent concessions permitted.
A Mobile concessions permitted.

Comments:

Comments:

Comments:

Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update and EIR | Summary of Public Input on Draft Planning Alternatives
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Palo Verde Planning Zone

Overwhelmingly, respondents preferred the Legacy
Alternative for the Palo Verde Planning Zone (see Figure
5). Most commenters showed support for limited facilities
and OHYV special events. In this zone, participants were
primarily interested in OHYV recreation uses, and camping

uses; with other policies and facilities receiving less input.

@ Summary of Public Input

Overview of Input on Palo Verde Planning Zone

OHV Recreation Uses

Camping Uses
Special Event Uses

OHV Riding Facilities

(GRS LR There was very little inferest in camping and visitor-serving facilities and no clear trend.

Interpretation and Education Facilities

Commenters overwhelmingly supported distributed OHV recreation and opposed trails only OHV recreation.
Comparatively, there was not much interest in Concentrated OHV recreation, but those that did express an
opinion were in favor.

Participants were generally supportive of camping, with moderate support for primitive camping (and none
opposed fo primitive camping), and with some opposed specifically to developed and semi-developed camping.

There was not much interest in special event uses, but of those that commented, most were supportive of OHV
events. There was no clear trend related to staging areas and special events.

There was not much interest in specialty and training tracks and no clear trend. There was moderate interest in
wayfinding signage, with most respondents supportive.

There was very little interest in interpretation and education facilities, but of those that commented most opposed
a visitor center, amphitheater, and interpretive displays.

There was very little interest in operations and maintenance facilities, but of those that commented all were

opposed.

There was little interest in concessions, but those that expressed an opinion were primarily opposed.

Figure 5 - Palo Verde Planning Zone | Preference Rankings

LeastPreferred
1
Legacy

Rugged 107

7
Developed 133
12

28

Most Preferred
5

No. of Respondents

Preference rankings are
represented in two ways: by circle
size and by color.

A very small circle
represents a low number of
respondents who chose that rank,
whereas a very large circle
represents a high number of
respondents.

Likewise, a color spectrum
is used to represent the total
number of respondents per
preference rank: light orange
represents a low number of
respondents, whereas dark
orange/brown represents a high
number of respondents.
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Draft Alternative 1: Legacy
POLICIES
OHV Recreation Uses

@ Distributed OHV recreation is permitted.
@ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted.
@ (Concentrated OHV recreation is not permitted.

Camping Uses

@ Developed and semi-developed camping not permitted.
@ Primitive camping permitted.

Special Event Uses

@ (OHV events permitted.
@ Staging areas and other special events not permitted.

FACILITIES

OHV Riding Facilities

¢ Does not include any existing specialty & training tracks.
= Includes existing wayfinding signage.

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities

Interpretation & Education Facilities

¢ Does not include an existing visitor enter or amphitheater.
= Includes existing interpretive displays.

Palo Verde Planning Zone Worksheet

@ No permanent and mobile concessions permitted.

i Least Preferred
S RRank 5@ Gh.

¢ Does not include any existing camping or visitor-serving facilities.

Does not include any existing operations and maintenance facilities.

OOGWE

Draft Alternative 2: Rugged
POLICIES
OHV Recreation Uses

@ Distributed OHV recreation and Concentrated OHV recreation are not
permitted.
@ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted.

Camping Uses
@ No camping permitted.

Special Event Uses

@ OHV evenfs permitted.
@ Staging areas and other special events not permitted.

FACILITIES
OHV Riding Facilities

@ No speciality or training tracks are allowed.
A Anincrease in wayfinding signage permitted.

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities
@ No camping or visitor-serving facilities permitted.

Interpretation & Education Facilities

@ Development of a visitor center or amphitheater is not permitted.
A Anincrease in inferpretive displays permitted.

No operations and maintenance facilities permitted.

@ No permanent or mobile concessions permitted.

O@BWE

Draft Alternative 3: Developed
POLICIES
OHV Recreation Uses

@ Distributed OHV recreation is permitted.
@ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitfed.
@ (Concentrated OHV recreation is not permitted.

Camping Uses

@ Developed and semi-developed camping not permitted.
@ Primitive camping permitted.

Special Event Uses

@ OHV events and other special events permitted.
@ Staging areas for OHV events not permitted.

FACILITIES
OHV Riding Facilities

@ No speciality or training tracks are allowed.
A Anincrease in wayfinding signage permitted.

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities
@ No camping or visitor-serving facilities permitted.

Interpretation & Education Facilities

@ Development of a visitor center or amphitheater is not permitted.
A Anincrease in interpretive displays permitted.

No operations and maintenance facilities permitted.

@ No permanent concessions permitted.
A Mobile concessions permitted.

Comments:

Comments:

Comments:

Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update and EIR | Summary of Public Input on Draft Planning Alternatives
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Pumpkin Patch Planning Zone

Overwhelmingly, respondents preferred the Legacy
Alternative for the Pumpkin Patch Planning Zone (see
Figure 6). In this zone, participants were primarily
interested in OHV recreation uses, camping uses and
special event uses, and moderately interested in camping
and visitor-serving facilities and concessions. Other

policies and facilities received less input.

@ Summary of Public Input

Overview of Input on Pumpkin Patch Planning Zone

OHV Recreation Uses

Camping Uses

Special Event Uses

OHV Riding Facilities

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities

Interpretation and Education Facilities

Commenters overwhelmingly supported distributed OHV recreation and opposed trails only OHV recreation.
Comparatively, there was not much interest in Concentrated OHV recreation, but those that did express a prefer-
ence were of mixed opinion.

Participants were generally supportive of camping, with strong support for primitive camping. There was not
much interest in developed and semi-developed camping, but those that did comment were more likely to be
opposed than supportive.

There was relatively strong support for OHV events and other special events. There was no clear trend on staging
areas.

There was no dlear trend on specialty or training tracks or wayfinding signage; however support for wayfinding
was a bit more notable than opposition.

There was moderate inferest in camping and visitor-serving facilities. There was no clear trend, but there were
many respondents in support and a smaller number opposed.

There was very little interest in a visitor center or amphitheater and no dlear trend. There was litile interest in
interpretive displays, but of those that responded slightly more were supportive.

There was little inferest in operations and maintenance facilities, but of those that commented all were opposed
and none were supportive.

There was moderate interest in concessions, with roughly the same level of support and opposition.

Figure 6 - Pumpkin Patch Planning Zone | Preference Rankings
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Draft Alternative 1: Legacy Draft Alternative 2: Rugged Draft Alternative 3: Developed Alternatives
POLICIES POLICIES POLICIES TN I TN

OHV Recreation Uses OHV Recreation Uses OHV Recreation Uses Are there aspects of the

Draft Alternatives you like

@ Distributed OHV recreation is permitted. @ Distributed OHV recreation is permitted. @ Distributed OHV recreation is permitted. dislike?
@ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitfed. @ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted. @ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted. or dislike:
@ (oncentrated OHV recreation is not permitted. @ (Concentrated OHV recreation is not permitted. O  Concentrated OHV recreation is permitted. A. Circle |
. Circle features)of the
Camping Uses Camping Uses Camping Uses alternatives that you like.
@ Developed and semi-developed camping not permitted. @ No camping permitted. @ Developed and semi-developed camping not permitted. B. Cross out features of fh%
@ Primitive camping permitted. @ Primitive camping permitted.

alternatives that you don't like.

C. Additional comments are

Special Event Uses Special Event Uses Special Event Uses welcomed below!
@ OHV events and other special events permitted. @ OHV events and other special events permitted. @ OHV events and other special events permitted.

@ Staging areas not permitted. @ Staging areas not permitted. @ Staging areas not permitted.

FACILITIES FACILITIES FACILITIES

OHV Riding Facilities OHV Riding Facilities OHV Riding Facilities

¢ Does not include any existing specialty & training tracks. @  No speciality or training tracks are allowed. @  No speciality or training tracks are allowed.

= Includes existing wayfinding signage. A Anincrease in wayfinding signage permitted. A Anincrease in wayfinding signage permitted.

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities

= Includes existing vault toilets, shade ramadas, and picnic tables. = Indudes existing vault toilets, shade ramadas, and picnic tables. A Permits the development of additional and expanded vault toilets,
¢ Does not include any existing restrooms & showers, RV hookups @ Development of restrooms & showers, RV hookups (electric & water), shade ramadas, and picnic tables.
(elecric & water), trash/recycling, or other gathering areas. trash/recycling, or other gathering areas is not permitted. @ Development of restrooms & showers, RV hookups (eleciric & water),

trash/recycling, or other gathering areas is not permitted.

Interpretation & Education Facilities Interpretation & Education Facilities Interpretation & Education Facilities

¢ Does not include an existing visitor center or amphitheater. @ Development of a visitor center or amphitheater is not permitted. @ Development of a visitor center or amphitheater is not permitted.
= Includes existing interpretive displays. A Anincrease in interpretive displays permitted. A Anincrease in interpretive displays permitted.
Does not include any existing operations and maintenance facilities. No operations and maintenance facilities permitted. No operations and maintenance facilities permitted.

-
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@ No permanent or mobile concessions permitted. @ No permanent or mobile concessions permitted. @ No permanent concessions permitted.
A Mobile concessions permitted.
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Tarantula Planning Zone

Overwhelmingly, respondents preferred the Legacy
Alternative for the Tarantula Planning Zone (see Figure 7).
In this zone, participants were primarily interested in OHV
recreation uses, camping uses and special event uses,
and moderately interested in camping and visitor-serving

facilities. Other policies and facilities received less input.

@ Summary of Public Input

Overview of Input on Tarantula Planning Zone

OHV Recreation Uses

Camping Uses
Special Event Uses
OHV Riding Facilities

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities

Interpretation and Education Facilifies

There was little interest in operations and maintenance facilities and no clear trend.

Concessions There was somewhat moderate interest in concessions, but no clear trend.

Figure 7 - Tarantula Planning Zone | Preference Rankings
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The greatest interest in OHV recreation for this zone was opposition to trails only OHV recreation. There was also
very strong support for distributed OHV (and no opposition). There was moderate interest in concentrated OHV
(primarily supportive, with very little opposition).

There was strong interest in camping, with strong support for primitive camping and a small contingent opposed
to developed and semi-developed camping (and no support for developed and semi-developed camping).

There was ;Irong support for OHV events and other special events, and mixed opinions on staging areas (with no
dlear trend).

There was little interest in specialty and training tracks and respondents were of mixed opinion with no clear
trend. There was moderate interest in wayfinding, with nearly all ommenters supportive.

There was moderate inferest in camping and visitor-serving facilities, with most respondents supportive. There
was no clear trend related to types of development (RV hookups, trash/recycling, etc.).

There was little interest in interprefation and education facilities (visitor center, amphitheater, interpretive
displays) and no dlear frend.

No. of Respondents

Preference rankings are
represented in two ways: by circle
size and by color.

A very small circle
represents a low number of
respondents who chose that rank,
whereas a very large circle
represents a high number of
respondents.

Likewise, a color spectrum
is used to represent the total
number of respondents per
preference rank: light orange
represents a low number of
respondents, whereas dark
orange/brown represents a high
number of respondents.
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Draft Alternative 1: Legacy Draft Alternative 2: Rugged Draft Alternative 3: Developed Alternatives
POLICIES POLICIES POLICIES e ——

OHV Recreation Uses OHV Recreation Uses OHV Recreation Uses Are there usp.ecis of fhe.
Draft Alternatives you like

@ Distributed OHV recreation is permitted. @ Distributed OHV recreation is permitted. @ Distributed OHV recreation is permitted. dislike?
@ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted. @ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted. @ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted. or disli ‘e.
@ (oncentrated OHV recreation is not permitted. @ (Concentrated OHV recreation is not permitted. O Indludes Mini-Blowsand Hill Concentrated OHV Area. -
A. Circle features)of the
Camping Uses Camping Uses Camping Uses alternatives that you like.
@ Developed and semi-developed camping not permitted. @ Developed and semi-developed camping not permitted. @ Developed and semi-developed camping not permitted. B. Cross out features of th%
@ Primitive camping permitted. @ Primitive camping permitied. @ Primitive camping permited.

alternatives that you don't like.

C. Additional comments are

Special Event Uses Special Event Uses Special Event Uses welcomed below!
@ OHV events and other special events permitted. @ OHV events permitted. @ OHV events and other special events permitted.

@ Staging areas not permitted. @ Staging areas and other special events nof permitted. @ Staging areas no permitted.

FACILITIES FACILITIES FACILITIES

OHV Riding Facilities OHV Riding Facilities OHV Riding Facilities

¢ Does not include any existing specialty & training tracks. @ No speciality or training tracks are allowed. A Development of specialty and training tracks permitted.

= Includes existing wayfinding signage. A Anincrease in wayfinding signage permitted. A Anincrease in wayfinding signage permitted.

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities

= Includes existing vault toilets, shade ramadas, and picnic tables. = Includes existing vault toilets, shade ramadas, and picnic tables. A Permits the development of additional and expanded vault toilets,
¢ Does not include any existing restrooms & showers, RV hookups @ Development of restrooms & showers, RV hookups (electric & water), trash/recycling, shade ramadas, and picnic tables.
(electric & water), trash/recycling, or other gathering areas. trash/recycling, or other gathering areas is not permitted. @ Development of restrooms & showers, RV hookups (electric & water),

or other gathering areas is not permitted.

Interpretation & Education Facilities

Interpretation & Education Facilities Interpretation & Education Facilities

¢ Does not include an existing visitor cenfer or amphitheater. @ Development °f a visitor center or amphitheater is not permitted. @ Development of a visitor center or amphitheater is not permitted.
= Includes existing interpretive displays. A Anincrease in interprefive displays permitted. A Anincrease in interpretive displays permitted.
Does not include any existing operations and maintenance facilifies. No operations and maintenance facilities permitted. No operations and maintenance facilities permitted.

Tarantula Planning Zone Worksheet

b |

@ No permanent or mobile concessions permitted. @ No permanent or mobile concessions permitted. @ No permanent concessions permitted.
A Mobile concessions permitted.
LEGEND
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Arroyo Planning Zone

Overwhelmingly, respondents preferred the Legacy
Alternative for the Arroyo Planning Zone (see Figure 8).
In this zone, participants were primarily interested in
OHY recreation uses and camping uses, with moderate
interest in special event uses. Other policies and facilities

received less input.

@ Summary of Public Input

Overview of Input on Arroyo Planning Zone

Most of the respondents for this zone focused on OHV recreation uses. Many participants indicated a preference
OHV Recreation Uses for distributed OHV recreation and opposition to trails only OHV. There was less interest in concentrated OHV
recreation, but those that commented tended to support concentrated OHV recreation.

0f those that provided input on camping, most supported camping, with the greatest number of respondents
supporting primitive camping.

Camping Uses

Of those that provided input on special event uses, most would like fo see OHV events, staging areas, and other
Special Event Uses special events. However a few respondents did not support staging areas and other special events. There was no
“dislike” of OHV events for this zone.

OHV Ridina Facilites There were few comments on wayfinding, but of those that commented, nearly all supported existing/new
9 wayfinding. Only a few comments were received on specialty/training tracks and there was no clear trend.

(ORISR There was little interest in camping and visitor-serving facilities and no clear trend.
(GO R e N Gl There was little interest in interpretation and education facilities and no clear frend.

There was little interest in operations and maintenance facilities and no clear trend.

There were limited comments on concessions, with those supportive and opposed roughly equal.

Figure 8 - Arroyo Planning Zone | Preference Rankings
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Preference rankings are
represented in two ways: by circle
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Draft Alternative 1: Legacy
POLICIES
OHV Recreation Uses

@ Disiributed OHV recreation is permitted.
@ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted.
@ (Concentrated OHV recreation is not permitted.

Camping Uses

@ Developed and semi-developed camping not permitted.
@ Primitive camping permitted.

Special Event Uses

@ OHV evenis permitted.
@ Staging areas and other special events are not permitted.

FACILITIES
OHV Riding Facilities

¢ Does not include any existing specialty & training tracks.
= Includes existing wayfinding signage.

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities
¢ Does not include any existing camping or visitor-serving facilities.

Interpretation & Education Facilities

¢ Does not include an existing visitor center or amphitheater.
= Includes existing interpretive displays.

Does not include any existing operations and maintenance facilities.

@  No permanent or mobile concessions permitted.

Preferred
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Draft Alternative 2: Rugged
POLICIES
OHV Recreation Uses

@ Distributed OHV recreation is not permitted.
@ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted.
@ (oncentrated OHV recreation is not permitted.

Camping Uses
@ No camping permitted.

Special Event Uses

@ OHV events permitted.
@ Staging areas and special events not permitted.

FACILITIES
OHV Riding Facilities

@ No speciality or training tracks are allowed.
A Anincrease in wayfinding signage permitted.

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities
@ No camping or visitor serving-facilities permitted.

J99YsOMOpn duoZ Buiuup|d okodiy

Interpretation & Education Facilities

@ Development of a visitor center or amphitheater is not permitted.
A Anincrease in inferpretive displays permitted.

No operations and maintenance facilities permitted.

@ No permanent or mobile concessions permitted.

DRODO SPiare

Alternatives

Draft Alternative 3: Developed
POLICIES
OHV Recreation Uses

@ Distributed OHV recreation is permitted.
@ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted.
O Includes Little Devil's Slide Concentrated OHV Area.

Camping Uses

@ Developed camping not permitted.
@ Semi-developed and primitive camping are permitted.

Special Event Uses

@ 0HV events permitted.
@ Staging areas and special events not permitted.

FACILITIES

OHV Riding Facilities

A Development of specialty and training tracks permitted.
A Anincrease in wayfinding signage permitted.
Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities

A Permits the development of additional and expanded vault toilets,
trash/recycling, shade ramadas, and picnic tables.

@ Development of restrooms & showers, RV hookups (electric & water),
or other gathering areas is not permitted.

Interpretation & Education Facilities

@ Development of a visitor center or amphitheater is not permitted.
A Anincrease in inferpretive displays permitted.

No operations and maintenance facilities permitted.

@ No permanent concessions permitted.
A Mobile concessions permitted.

Comments:

Comments:

Comments:

Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update and EIR | Summary of Public Input on Draft Planning Alternatives

Are there aspects of the
Draft Alternatives you like
or dislike?

A. Circle features)of the
alternatives that you like.
B. Cross out features of the><__

alternatives that you don't like.

C. Additional comments are
welcomed below!
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Gas Domes Planning Zone Overview of Input on Gas Domes Planning Zone

Overwhelmingly, respondents preferred the Legacy There was very strong interest in OHV recreation uses. However, unlike other zones, opinions regarding distrib-

uted OHV recreation were somewhat mixed, with roughly the same level of support as opposition. There was
overwhelming opposition to trails only OHV, however a small number of respondents did favor trails only OHV.
There was little interest in concentrated OHV recreation, with no clear trend.

Alternative for the Gas Domes Planning Zone (see Figure OHV Recreation Uses

9). There was less interest in this zone than others. Those

Overall, there was not a strong interest in camping; however primitive camping permitted within 300 feet of a

that did comment on this zone were primarily interested in Camping Uses decigncted ralldid receive stang support

HV recreation ndtoal r extent, con ions. ) : : . : S
OHV recreation uses, and to a lesser extent, concessions OHV/special events received moderate support, and little opposition. There was not much inferest in staging

Specal Event Uses areas and no clear trend.

There were mixed opinions on specialty and training tracks and no clear trend. There was support for wayfinding
signage, and little opposition.

OHV Riding Facilities

(ORISR There was little interest in camping and visitor-serving facilities and no clear trend.

(GO R e N Gl There was little interest in interpretation and education facilities and no clear frend.

There was little interest in operations and maintenance facilities and no clear trend.

Concessions There was moderate interest in concessions, with strong support for concessions and some opposition.

Figure 9 - Gas Domes Planning Zone | Preference Rankings

Least P]referred Most Prgferred

No. of Respondents
Legacy 12 165
5 17 20
Preference rankings are
represented in two ways: by circle
size and by color.
Rugged m —
23 34 19 represents a low number of
respondents who chose that rank,
represents a high number of
respondents.
Developed 139 = 24
12 15 10 Likewise, a color spectrum
number of respondents per
preference rank: light orange
respondents, whereas dark
orange/brown represents a high

A very small circle
whereas a very large circle
is used to represent the total
represents a low number of
number of respondents.
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Draft Alternative 1: Legacy Draft Alternative 2: Rugged Draft Alternative 3: Developed Alternatives
POLICIES POLICIES POLICIES e
Are there aspects of the

@ Distributed OHV recreation would not be permitted. @ Distributed OHV recreation would not be permitted. @ Distributed OHV recreation would not be permitted. Draf.t I.\Iternahves you like
@ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted. @ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted. @ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted. or dislike?

@ (Concentrated OHV recreation is not permitted. @ Concentrated OHV recreation is not permitted. O  (Concentrated OHV recreation is permitted. —
A. Circle features)of the
Camping Uses Camping Uses Camping Uses alternatives that you like.

@ Developed and semi-developed camping not permitted. @ Developed and semi-developed camping would not be permitted. @ Developed camping not permitted. B. Cross out features of fh%
O Primitive camping permitted within 300 feet of a designated trail. O Primitive camping would be permitted within 300 feet of a designated O Semi-developed camping permitted in designated areas. alternatives that you don't like
trail. O Primitive camping permitted within 300 feet of a designated trail. Y '

C. Additional comments are

Special Event Uses Special Event Uses Special Event Uses welcomed below!

@ 0HV events and other special events permitted. @ 0HV events would be permitted. @ OHV events and other special events permitted.
@ Staging areas not permitted. @ Staging areas would not be permitted. O Staging areas permitted in designated areas only.
O Other special events would be permitted in designated areas only.

FACILITIES FACILITIES FACILITIES
¢ Does not include any existing specialty & fraining tracks. @ No speciality or training tracks are allowed. A Development of specialty and training tracks permitted.
= Includes existing wayfinding signage. A Anincrease in wayfinding signage permited. A Anincrease in wayfinding signage permitted.
Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities
¢ Does not include any existing camping or visitor-serving facilities. @ No camping and visitor-serving facilities would be permitted. A Potential development of additional and expanded vault toilets,

restrooms & showers, RV hookups (electric & water), frash/recycling,
shade ramadas and picnic tables, and other gathering areas permitted.

Interpretation & Education Facilities Interpretation & Education Facilities Interpretation & Education Facilities

¢ Does not include an existing visitor cenfer or amphitheater. @ Development of a visitor center or amphitheater is not permitted. 2 Development of a visitor center is nof permitted.
= Includes existing interprefive displays. A Anincrease in inferpretive displays would be permitted. A Potential development of an amphitheater(s) permitted.
A Anincrease in interpretive displays permitted.

Does not include any existing operations and maintenance facilities. No operations and maintenance fucilities would be permitted. No operations and maintenance facities permitted.

@ No permanent or mobile concessions permitted @ No permanent and mobile concessions would be permitted. @ No permanent concessions permitfed.
: A Mobile concessions permitted.

Gas Domes Planning Zone Worksheet

LEGEND
® - Permitted = - Existing Facility
Comments: Comments: Comments: @ - Not Permitted 4 -No Existing
O - Applies to Part Facility

of Planning Zone & _|ncrease

V¥ - Decrease
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Lakeshore Planning Zone Overview of Input on Lakeshore Planning Zone

Overwhelmingly, respondents preferred the Legacy Opinions regarding OHV recreation uses were more mixed for this zone than for many of the other zones. Gener-

OHV Recreation Uses ally, commenters would like to see distributed OHV recreation, but there was some opposition as well. Generally,

Alternative for the Lakeshore Planning Zone (see Figure respondents were opposed to trails only OHV, but there was a smaller number of respondents in support.

10). Generally, Lakeshore received less interest than many There was moderate interest in camping uses, with most being supportive of camping generally, or of primitive

Camping Uses camping.

other zones; however, there was moderate interest in OHV

. . . i There was little interest in special event uses and no clear trend.
recreation use in this zone. Special Event Uses P

There was little interest in specialty and training tracks and no clear trend. There was little interest in wayfinding
signage, but those that did comment were in support (no opinions were voiced in opposition).

OHV Riding Facilities

OTTIVEA TSI INEE T There was little interest in camping and visitor-serving facilities and no clear frend.

[N R T N M There was little interest in interpretation and education facilities and no clear frend.

There was little interest in operations and maintenance facilities and no clear trend.

Concessions There was little interest in concessions and no clear trend.

Figure 10 - Lakeshore Planning Zone | Preference Rankings
Least P1referred Most Pgeferred

No. of Respondents

s[5
159
6 18 15

Preference rankings are

Legacy

represented in two ways: by circle
size and by color.

3
Rugged 116 —‘ — 12 Avery small circle
13 33 n represents a low number of
respondents who chose that rank,
whereas a very large circle
represents a high number of
respondents.
27
12 15 15 Likewise, a color spectrum
is used to represent the total
number of respondents per
preference rank: light orange
represents a low number of
respondents, whereas dark
orange/brown represents a high
number of respondents.

Developed 113
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Draft Alternative 1: Legacy Draft Alternative 2: Rugged
POLICIES POLICIES

OHV Recreation Uses OHV Recreation Uses

@ Distributed OHV recreation would not be permitted. @ No OHV recreation is permitted.
@ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted.
@ Concentrated OHV recreation is not permitted.

Camping Uses

@ Developed and semi-developed camping not permitted.
O  Primitive camping permitted within 300 feet of a designated trail.

Camping Uses

@ No camping permitted.

Special Event Uses

@ OHV events and other special events permitted.
@ Staging areas not permitted.

Special Event Uses

@ OHV events and staging areas not permitted.
Other special events permitted.

FACILITIES

OHV Riding Facilities

¢ Does not include any existing specialty & training fracks.
= Includes existing wayfinding signage

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities

¢ Does not include any existing camping or visitor-serving facilities.

Interpretation & Education Facilities

¢ Does not include an existing visitor center or amphitheater.
= Includes existing interpretive displays.

FACILITIES

OHV Riding Facilities

@ No speciality or training tracks are allowed.
A Anincrease in wayfinding signage permitted.

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities

@ No camping or visitor-serving facilities permitted.

Interpretation & Education Facilities

@ Development of a visitor center or amphitheater is not permitted.
A Anincrease in inferpretive displays permitted.

Does not include any existing operations and maintenance facilities. No operations and maintenance facilities permitted.

@ No permanent or mobile concessions permitted. @ No permanent or mobile concessions permitted.

O@BWE

Draft Alternative 3: Developed
POLICIES

OHV Recreation Uses

@ Distributed OHV recreation would not be permitted.
@ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted.
@ (oncentrated OHV recreation is not permitted.

Camping Uses

@ Developed and semi-developed camping not permitted.
O  Primitive camping permitted within 300 feet of a designated trail.

Special Event Uses

Other special events permitted in designated areas.
@ OHV events and staging areas not permitted.

FACILITIES

OHV Riding Facilities

@ No speciality or training tracks are allowed.
A Anincrease in wayfinding signage permitted.

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities

@ No camping or visitor-serving failities permitted.

Interpretation & Education Facilities

@ Development of a visitor center or amphitheater is not permitted.
A Anincrease in interpretive displays permitted.

No operations and maintenance facilities permitted.

@ No permanent or mobile concessions permitted.

Comments: Comments:

Comments:

Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update and EIR | Summary of Public Input on Draft Planning Alternatives
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Alternatives

Are there aspects of the
Draft Alternatives you like
or dislike?

A. Circle features)of the
alternatives that you like.
B. Cross out features of fh%

alternatives that you don't like.

C. Additional comments are
welcomed below!
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Hot Springs Planning Zone Overview of Input on Hot Springs Planning Zone

overWheImmgly’ respondenfs preferred the Legacy Participants overwhelmingly supported distributed OHV recreation and opposed trails only OHV. In fact, Hot Springs and Palo

Alternative for the Hot Springs Plonning Zone (see OHV Recreation Uses Verde were the two zones where respondents voiced the strongest opposition to frails only OHV.
Figure 11 ) Participants were primarily interested in OHV Camping Uses There was moderate interest in camping, with mixed opinions and no clear frend.
’ Speciul Event Uses There was little interest in OHV events, staging areas, and other special events, with slightly greater support than opposition.

recreation uses and OHYV riding facilities in this zone.
There was moderate interest in OHV riding facilities, with general support for specialty and training tracks (with some opposi-

Other policies and facilities received less input. OHV Riding Faciifies tion) and strong support for wayfinding signage (with minimal opposition).

There was little interest in camping and visitor-serving facilities, with no clear trend; however slightly more respondents were

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilites opposed to facilities than were supportive.

There was little interest in interpretation and education facilities, but those that commented tended to oppose a visitor center,
amphitheater, and interpretive displays.

Interpretation and Education Facilities

There was moderate interest in operations and maintenance facilities, with no dlear trend; however, respondents tended to be
opposed fo facilities (operations, maintenance, storage areas, staff offices, ranger station), rather than supportive.

Concessions There was moderate interest in concessions, but no clear trend (support and opposition was roughly comparable).

Figure 11 - Hot Springs Planning Zone | Preference Rankings

LeastPreferred Most Preferred
1 5

No. of Respondents
& 156
2 18 21

Preference rankings are
represented in two ways: by circle
size and by color.

Legacy

: 19 A very small circle
22 30 20 represents a low number of
respondents who chose that rank,
whereas a very large circle

Rugged 104

represents a high number of

7
respondents.
Developed 117 E y 35

12 12 14 Likewise, a color spectrum
is used to represent the total

number of respondents per
preference rank: light orange

represents a low number of

respondents, whereas dark

orange/brown represents a high
number of respondents.
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Draft Alternative 1: Legacy
POLICIES
OHV Recreation Uses

@ Distributed OHV recreation is permitted.
@ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted.
@ (Concentrated OHV recreation is not permitted.

Camping Uses

@ Semi-developed and primitive camping permitted.
@ Developed camping not permitted.

Special Event Uses

FACILITIES

OHV Riding Facilities

= Includes existing 4x4 training track.
= Includes existing wayfinding signage.

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities
picnic tables.

¢ Does not include any existing restrooms & showers, RV hookups
(electric & water), trash/recycling, or other gathering areas.

Interpretation & Education Facilities

¢ Does not include an existing visitor center or amphitheater.
= Includes existing interprefive displays.

@ Permanent or mobile concessions not permitted.

Hot Springs Planning Zone Worksheet

i Least Preferred
S RRank{ DG @ G

@ OHV events, staging areas, and other special events all permitted.

= Includes existing valut toilets, trash/recycling, and shade ramadas and

Does not include any existing operations and maintenance facilities.

O@WE

Draft Alternative 2: Rugged
POLICIES
OHV Recreation Uses

@ Distributed OHV recreation is permitted.
@ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted.
@ (Concentrated OHV recreation is not permitted.

Camping Uses

@ Semi-developed and primifive camping would be permitted.
@ Developed camping not permitted.

Special Event Uses
@ OHV events, staging areas, and other special events are all permitted.

FACILITIES
OHV Riding Facilities

= Includes existing 4x4 training track.
A Anincrease in wayfinding signage would be permitted.

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities

= Includes existing valut toilets, trash/recycling, and shade ramadas and

picnic tables.

@ Development of restrooms & showers, RV hookups (electric & water),
trash/recycling, or other gathering areas is not permitted.

Interpretation & Education Facilities

@ Development of a visitor center or amphitheater is not permitted.
A Anincrease in interpretive displays would be permitted.

Potential development of a new ranger station and maintenance and
storage areas would be permitted.
Development of staff offices not permitted.

@ No permanent concessions permited.
A Mobile concessions permitted.

OOBWE

Draft Alternative 3: Developed
POLICIES
OHV Recreation Uses

@ Distributed OHV recreation is permitted.
@ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted.
O  Concentrated OHV Areas are permitted.

Camping Uses
@ Developed, semi-developed, and primitive camping all permitted.

Special Event Uses
@ OHV events, staging areas, and other special events all permitted.

FACILITIES

OHV Riding Facilities

A Development of specialty and fraining fracks permitied.*
A Anincrease in wayfinding signage permitted.
Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities

A Potential development of additional and expanded vault toilets,
restrooms and showers, RV hookups (electric & water), trash/recycling,
shade ramadas and picnic tables, and/or other gathering areas
permitted.

Interpretation & Education Facilities

A Potential development of a visitor center and new or expanded
amphitheater(s) permitted.
A Anincrease in interprefive displays permitted.

Potential development of a new ranger station, staff offices, and
maintenance and storage areas permitted.

A Permanent and mobile concessions permitted.

Comments:

Comments:

Comments:

Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update and EIR | Summary of Public Input on Draft Planning Alternatives
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Truckhaven Planning Zone

Overwhelmingly, respondents preferred the Legacy
Alternative for the Truckhaven Planning Zone (see Figure
12). Most participants are looking for the Truckhaven
experience to remain “as is.” OHV recreation, camping,
and OHYV riding facilities received the most attention from
participants. Many respondents emphasized a desire to
see distributed OHV recreation, primitive camping, and an

increase in wayfinding signage in this zone.

@ Summary of Public Input

Overview of Input on Truckhaven Planning Zone

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities

Inferpretation and Education Facilities

Concessions

OHV Recreation Uses

Camping Uses

Special Event Uses

OHV Riding Facilities

There was strong inferest in OHV recreation uses and participants were overwhelmingly supportive of distributed OHV recre-
ation. There was also strong opposition to trails only OHV, with a smaller number of respondents supportive. Participants were
also supportive of concentrated OHV recreation.

There was moderate interest in camping, with most participants supportive (particularly of primitive camping) and a small
number opposed (primarily to developed and semi-developed).

There was moderate interest in special event uses and participants were nearly all supportive of OHV events, staging areas, and
other special events.

There was little interest in specialty and training tracks, although those that did express an opinion tended fo be supportive.
There was strong support for wayfinding signage.

There were mixed opinions on camping and visitor-serving facilities, with no dlear trend.

There was little interest in a visitor center or amphitheater; however those that expressed an opinion were nearly all opposed.
There was little interest in interpretive displays, with mixed opinions and no clear trend.

There was moderate interest in operations and maintenance facilities and respondents tended to be opposed to facilities
(operations, maintenance, storage areas, staff offices, ranger station).

There was little interest in concessions; however those that expressed an opinion tended to be supportive (with a smaller
number opposing).

Figure 12 - Truckhaven Planning Zone | Preference Rankings

Legacy

Rugged

Developed

LeastPreferred
1

106

14
122 —: 1 " 16 1“ 42 Likewise, a color spectrum

Most Preferred
5

No. of Respondents
3 153 6 _ 153
6 25 18

Preference rankings are
represented in two ways: by circle
size and by color.

N Avery small circle
represents a low number of
respondents who chose that rank,
whereas a very large circle
represents a high number of
respondents.

25 29 18

is used to represent the total
number of respondents per
preference rank: light orange
represents a low number of
respondents, whereas dark
orange/brown represents a high
number of respondents.
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Draft Alternative 1: Legacy
POLICIES
OHV Recreation Uses

@ Distributed OHV recreation not permitted.
@ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted.
@ (Concentrated OHV recreation is not permitted.

Camping Uses

@ Developed and semi-developed camping not permitted.
@ Primitive camping permitted.

Special Event Uses
@ OHV events, staging areas, and other special events not permitted.

FACILITIES
OHV Riding Facilities
# Does not include any existing specialty & training tracks.

= Includes existing wayfinding signage.

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities
¢ Does not include any existing camping or visitor-serving facilities.

Interpretation & Education Facilities

¢ Does not include an existing visitor center or amphitheater.

= Includes existing interpretive displays.

Does not include any existing operations and maintenance facilities.

@ Permanent and mobile concessions not permitted.

OOWE

Draft Alternative 2: Rugged
POLICIES

OHV Recreation Uses

@ Distributed OHV recreation not permitted.
@ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted.
@ (oncentrated OHV recreation is not permitted.

@ Developed and semi-developed camping not permitted.
@ Primitive camping permitted.

Special Event Uses

@ OHV events and other special events permitted.
@ Staging areas not permitted.

FACILITIES

OHV Riding Facilities

@ No speciality or training tracks are allowed.
A Anincrease in wayfinding signage permitted.

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities

@ No camping or visitor-serving facilities permitted.

Interpretation & Education Facilities

@ Development of a visitor center or amphitheater is not permitted.
A Anincrease in interpretive displays permitted.

Potential development of a new ranger station and maintenance and
storage areas permitted.
Staff offices not permitted.

@ No permanent or mobile concessions would be permitted.

DOODO SPire

Alternatives

Are there aspects of the
Draft Alternatives you like
or dislike?

A. of the

alternatives that you like.

Draft Alternative 3: Developed
POLICIES

OHV Recreation Uses

@ Distributed OHV recreation is not permitted.
@ Trails Only OHV recreation is permitted.
O (oncentrated OHV Areas are permitted.

O  Developed camping permitted in designated areas.
@ Semi-developed and primitive camping permitted.

Special Event Uses

@ 0HV events, staging areas, and other special events permitted.

FACILITIES

OHV Riding Facilities

A Development of specialty and training tracks permitted.
A Anincrease in wayfinding signage permitted.

Camping & Visitor-Serving Facilities

A Potential development of additional and expanded vault toilets,
restrooms and showers, RV hookups (electric & water), trash/recydling,
shade ramadas and picnic tables, and/or other gathering areas
permitted.

Interpretation & Education Facilities

A Potential development of a new visitor center and amphitheater(s)
permitted.
A Anincrease in inferpretive displays permitted.

Potential development of a new ranger station, staff offices, and
mainfenance and storage areas permitted.

@ No permanent concessions would be permitted.
A Mobile concessions would be permitted.

Comments:

Comments:

Comments:

Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update and EIR | Summary of Public Input on Draft Planning Alternatives

B. Cross out features of the><_

alternatives that you don't like.

C. Additional comments are
welcomed below!
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Next Steps

The next steps of the planning process include
incorporating the public input summarized here with state
and local regulations and policies, evaluating resource
protection, and park-operation needs and vision to help
identify a Draft Preferred Alternative for the General

Plan Update. An Environmental Impact Report (EIR) will
be prepared for the Preliminary General Plan Update,

as required by the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA). The EIR will provide an evaluation of potential
environmental effects associated with implementation of

the General Plan Update.

@ Next Steps
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